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REMARKS 

Claims 48 - 53 are now pending in this application. 

Claims 48, 50, 51 and 53 have been amended. No claims have been canceled and no new 
claims have been added. 

I. Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

The Examiner rejected claims 48, 50, 51 and 53 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,959,672 to Sasaki, (hereinafter "Sasaki"). This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

As noted above, independent claim 48 as well as independent claim 51 positively recite, 
inter alia a moving picture decoding apparatus with regards to claim 48, and in moving picture 
decoding method with regards to claim 51. Furthermore with regards to claim 48, a moving 
picture decoding apparatus includes a memory for storing previously decoded image as reference 
image used for generating a prediction picture; a prediction picture generation section, receiving 
indication information indicating one of a plurality of deformation methods and a motion 
parameter extracted from a bit stream, said prediction picture generation section generating the 
prediction picture using the reference image and the deformation method indicated by the 
indication information, the deformation method applied to the reference image. These claimed 
features are amply supported by the embodiments disclosed in the specification. 

Applicants submit that, in dramatic contrast of the claimed invention, none of the asserted 
references, whether taken alone or in combination, at least teach, disclose or suggest each and 
every element of independent claims 48 and 51, including the features identified above. That is, 
as best understood, there is simply nothing in Sasaki that remotely suggests an image decoded by 
using a prediction image generated by using the previously decoded image and the deformation 
method applicable to the previously decoded image, as required by independent claim 48 and 
independent claim 51 . 

Although Sasaki, is designed to correct errors in the picture signal in the process of 
decoding a specified object area, the shape of the object area is supplied to an encoder and a 
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decoder in advance, and specified by means of a basic template for specifying the shape of the 
object area in a picture. The real shape of the object area is, however, different from the basic 
template, and thus the basic template is deformed by using a deformation method to match the 
real shape of the object area. For example, when a face of a person in a picture is to be specified 
as an object area, then a basic template having the whole shape of the person is processed by 
enlargement, parallel translation, etc., thereby specifying the shape in the picture. See, for 
example, column 11, lines 31-59, column 16, lines 17-29, column 27, lines 43-59, and column 
55, line 5 to column 56, line 35, as well as figure 25. 

However, the instant invention is designed to decode an image by using a prediction 
image generated by processing a previously decoded image based on a deformation method. 
More specifically, an image is decoded by using a prediction image generated by using the 
previously decoded image and the deformation method applicable to the previously decoded 
image, but not by using a prediction image calculated on a macroblock basis on a decoder side 
by means of a motion vector. 

For at least these reasons, Applicants submit that Sasaki fails to at least teach or suggest 
the claimed combination of elements recited by amended claim 48 and amended claim 51. As 
such, claim 48 and claim 51 are clearly patentable. Since claims 50 and 53 depend therefrom 
claims 48 and 51 respectively, claims 50 and 53 are at least patentable by virtue of their 
dependency as well as for their additional recitations. Accordingly, the immediate withdrawal of 
the rejection of claims 48, 50, 51 and 53 under section 102 to Sasaki is respectfully requested. 

II. Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S. C. $ 103 

The Examiner rejected claims 49 and 52 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sasaki in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,250,056 to Boon (hereinafter "Boon"). This rejection 
is respectfully traversed. 

In addition, Boon fails to provide what is lacking with regards to Sasaki with regards to 
the combination of Sasaki in view of Boon as to claims 49 and 52. For at least these same 
reasons discussed above with regards to Sasaki under section 103, Applicants submit that the 
alleged combination of Sasaki in view of Boon fails to meet the Examiner's burden of a prima 
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facie case of obviousness. Accordingly, and for the same reasons discussed above with regards 
to Sasaki, claims 49 and 52 are not rendered obvious in view of the alleged combination of 
Sasaki in view of Boon. Specifically, claims 49 and 52 depend from independent claims 48 and 
5 1 and are at least allowable by virtue of their dependency as well as their additional recitations. 
Accordingly, the immediate withdrawal of the prior art rejections of Sasaki in view of Boon 
under section 103 to claims 49 and 52 is respectfully requested. 

III. Conclusion 

All matters having been addressed in view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully 
request the entry of this Amendment, the Examiner's reconsideration of this application, and the 
immediate allowance of all pending claims. 

Applicants' undersigned representative remains ready to assist the Examiner in any way 
to facilitate and expedite the prosecution of this matter. If any point remains an issue in which 
the Examiner feels would be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, please 
contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

Please charge any fees associated with the submission of this paper to Deposit Account 
No. 02-2448. The Commissioner for Patents is also authorized to credit any overpayments to the 
above-referenced deposit account. 

Dated: September 21. 2007 Respejstfetly^ubmitted Sp 
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